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23 November 1981

MEMORANDUM FOR: Acting Chief of Operations, PSI
25X1 FROM:

Chief, Clearance Division

SUBJECT: Draft DCID 1/19

Due to the quick deadline imposed on us for review of
Draft DCID 1/19 we are offering back some quick reaction
comments for your consideration:

a. On page 10, 11. 21-23, it is pointed out that at
no time will the PROXIMITY briefed persons'be exposed to
SCI caveats, codewords, systems descriptions or other sub-
stantive. SCI." To be more correct it might be better to
state, at the end, "or substantive SCI" vice "or other
substantive SCI" since the first three items mentioned
(caveats, codewords, systems descriptions) are not sub-
stantive. Also if all of the items noted are to be
excluded from briefing, I wonder how the PROXIMITY briefed
person will know if he or she has been inadvertently exposed
to something. Specifically, I guess I take issue with the
refusal to brief on SCI caveats which are unclassified.

b. On page 28, "(2) Outgoing SCI" seems a little
confused. On line 21 it refers to holding record of
dispatched documents for two years. Yet on line 24 it
talks of electrically received traffic and then says on
line 1 of page 29 that those six month records will suffice.

(c) Paragraph 32 on page 30 on "Reproduction" might
be better phrased. It says that equipment used for SCI
reproduction shall be thoroughly inspected and sanitized
before being removed from an (sic) SCIF. This suggests
that SCI is to be reproduced only within a SCIF, as it should,
but probably should be so stated specifically.
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d. The statement on page 42, paragraph e., about
trial defense associated personnel appears incomplete
and seems in need of clarification. TFor that matter, a
relook at the language of paragraphs a. through e. on
page 42 might be in order in the interest of better clarity.
To wit, paragraph a. probably is incomplete and should refer
back to the CIPA and the Chief Justice's paper noted on the
previous page. Paragraph b. talks about judges with a 'need-
to-know" but paragraph a. talks about another class of people,
yet makes no mention of '"'meed-to-know."

e. Last, Clearance Division would support the majority
proposed statement on page 14 and reject the NSA proposed
language.

ALL PARAGRAPHS ARE
CLASSIFIED CONFIDENTIAL
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